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NAR231993
FCC MAIL ROOM

~I.J cur" ON STnrn
WESTrIEL.U, N.Y. 14787

MI. Donna Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 H Street NW Room 222
Washington DC 20554

Dear HI. Searcy:

RE: PR DOCIET NO. 92-235 OPPOSITION TO DOCKET

As an end user of public safety and/or special emergency frequencies I would
like to voice my opposition to "spectrum refarming" as outlined in notice of propolled
rule making #92-235. While public safety interest8 are unique from other spectrum
user, due to the public ,afety considerations, this distinction is not addressed in
this proposal. Some major points of concern are listed below.

The possibility of having to replace existing equipment and expand the number of
transmitter sites puts a tremendous fiscal burden on the governmental entities.
these agencies cannot expect to bear this extra financial burden in this time of
budget cutbacks.

Power limitations based on height above average terrain and
separations are not practical in public safety applications where
geopolitical area must be covered.

fifty mile
a specific

No. of·ee.- rlC'd
UltABCOE ---- Sincerely,~!d.~
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There is no provision for mutual aid and inter agency operations. Such
operations form the backbone of emergency communications

There is also no provision for elimina~ing poteqtial interference from existing
Canadian stations.

The time table for implementation of narrow channel spacing will not be
el feet ive unless all stations change system standards simultaneously. Thh, 1n
reality, is impossible. There are also many questions pertaining to frequency
coord ina tion.

Technical standards necessary to support this proposal do not address a COlt

effective method of modifying eXisting equipment. There is evidence of problemB with
poor voice quality, tone squelch decoding, data transmission, and tone signaling.
Tone shnaling is the main method of alerting in public safety communications and
replacement of existing equipment would be financially prohibitive.

Considering the many financial and technical reasons for the public safety
community to oppose these regulations and the potential compromise of the public
safety, I request that the commission withdraw this notice of proposed rule making
192-235.
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He. Donna Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 H Street NW Room 222
Washington DC 20554

D.ar Me. Searcy:

RE: PR DOCIET NO. 92-235 OPPOSITION TO DOCKET

As an end user of public safety and/or special emergency frequencies I would
like to voice my opposition to "spectrum refarming" as outlined in notice of propoeed
rule making 092-235. While public safety interests are unique from other spectrum
users due to the public safety considerations, this distinction is not addressed in
this proposal. Some major points of concern are listed below.

The possibility of having to replace existing equipment and expand the number of
transmitter sites puts a tremendous fiscal burden on the governmental entities.
these agencies cannot expect to bear this extra financial burden in this time of
budget cutbacks.

Power limitations baeed on height above average terrain and
separations are not prsctical in public safety applications where
geopolitical ares must be covered.

fifty mile
a specific

There is no provision for mutual aid and inter agency operations. Such
operations form the backbone of emergency communications

There is also no provision for elimina~ing pote~tial interference from existing
Canadian stations.

The time table for implementation of narrow channel spacing will not be
effective unless all stations change system standards simultaneously. This, in
reality, is impossible. There are also many questions pertaining to frequency
coordination.

Technical standards necessary to support this proposal do not address a cost
effective method of modifying existing equipment. There is evidence of problems with
poor voice quality, tone squelch decoding, data transmission, and tone signaling.
Tone signaling is the main method of alerting in public safety communications and
replacement of existing equipment would be financially prohibitive.

Considering the many financial and technical reasons for the public safety
communi ty to oppose these regulations and the potential compromise of the public
safety, I request that the commisSi.on withdraw thiin,0 ice Of~O~O rule making
'92-235.~

.No.ot~ . l. '-t9-z.r-rUlItABCOE Sincerely, .
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Ms. Donna Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW Room 222
Washington DC 20554

D.ar Me. S.arcy:

RE: PR DOCIET NO. 92-235 OPPOSITION TO DOCKET

FCC MAIL ROOM

As an end user of public safety and/or special emergency frequencies I would
11ke to voice my opposition to "spectrum refarming" as outlined in notice of proposed
rule making 1J92-235. While public safety interests are unique from other spectrum
users due to the public safety considerations, this distinction is not addressed in
this proposal. Some major points of concern are listed below.

The possibility of having to replace existing equipment and expand the number of
transmitter sites puts a tremendous fiscal burden on the governmental entities.
these agencies cannot expect to bear this extra financial burden in this time of
budget cutbacks.

Power limitations based on height above average terrain and
separations are not practical in public safety applications where
geopolitical area must be covered.

fifty mUe
a specific

There is no provision for mutual aid and inter agency operations. Such
operations form the backbone of emergency communications

There is also no provision for elimina~ing poteqtial interference from existing
Canadian stations.

The time table for implementation of narrow channel spacing will not be
effective unless all stations change system standards simultaneously. Thie, in
reality, is impossible. There are also many questiona pertaining to frequency
coordination.

Technical standards necessary to support this proposal do not address a cost
effective method of modifying existing equipment. There is evidence of problemA with
poor voice quality I tone squelch decoding, data transmission, and tone signaling.
Tone signaling is the main method of alerting in public safety communications and
replacement of existing equipment would be financially prohibitive.

Considering the many financial and technical reasons for the public safety
community to oppose these regulations and the potential compromise of the public

:;~~~;5. I request that the "omm!ssion withdraw thf'7:t:~.O)f::;'0"1 rule makIng
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Hs. Donna Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 H Street NW Room 222
Washington DC 20554

Dlar Hs. Searcy:

RE: PR DOClET NO. 92-235 OPPOSITION TO DOCKET

As an end user of public safety and/or special emergency frequencies I would
like to voice my opposition to "spectrum refarming" as outlined in notice of proposed
rule making 092-235. While public safety interests are unique from other spectrum
users due to the public safety considerations, this distinction is not addressed in
this proposal. Some major points of concern are listed below.

The possibility of having to replace existing equipment and expand the number of
transmitter sites puts a tremendous fiscal burden on the governmental entities.
these agencies cannot expect to bear this extra financial burden in this time of
budget cutbacks.

Power limitations based on height above average terrain and
separations are not practical in public safety applications where
geopolitical area must be covered.

fifty mile
a specific

There is no provision for mutual aid and inter agency operations. Such
operations form the backbone of emergency communications

There is also no provision for elimina~in8 poteqtial interference from existing
Canadian stations.

The time table for implementation of narrow channel spacing will not be
effect ive unless all stat ions change system standards simultaneously. This, in
reality, is impossible. There are also many questions pertaining to frequency
coordination.

Technical standards necessary to support this proposal do not address a cost
effective method of modifying existing equipment. There is evidence of problemB with
poor voice quality, tone squelch decoding, data transmission, and tone signaling.
Tone signaling is the main method of alerting in public safety communications and
replacement of existing equipment would be financially prohibitive.

Considering the many financial and technical reasons for the public safety
community to oppose these regulations and the~oal c7tmpr ise of the public
safety, I request that the commission withdraw t is n tice of oposed rule making
'92-235. (::=rlC
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Hs. Donna Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW Room 222
Washington DC 20554

D.ar Hs. Searcy:

RE: PR DOCIET NO. 92-235 OPPOSITIOR TO DOCIET

As an end user of public safety and/or special emergency frequencies I would
11ke to voice my opposition to "spectrum refarming" as outlined in notice of proposed
rule making #92-235. While public safety interests are unique from other spectrum
users due to the public safety considerations, this distinction is not addressed in
this proposal. Some major points of concern are listed below.

The possibility of having to replace existing equipment and expand the number of
transmitter sites puts a tremendous fiscal burden on the governmental entities.
these agencies cannot expect to bear this extra financial burden in this time of
bUdget cutbacks.

Power limitations based on height above average terrain and
separations are not practical in public safety applications where
geopolitical area must be covered.

fifty mUe
a specific

There is no provision for mutual aid and inter agency operations. Such
operations form the backbone of emergency communications

There is also no provision for elimina~ing pote~tial interference from existing
Canadian stations.

The time table for implementation of narrow channel spacing will not be
effective unless all stations change system standards simultaneously. This, in
reality, is impossible. There are also many questions pertaining to frequency
coordination.

safety
public
making

Sincerely,-

Considering the many financial and technical re
community to oppose these regulations and the potent
safety, ~......... the 98"JiIhslon withdraw this n
192-235. UltA8CDE .,

Technical standards necessary to support this proposal do not address a cost
effective method of modifying existing equipment. There is evidence of problemB with
poor voice quality, tone squelch decoding, data transmission, and tone signaling.
Tone signaling is the main method of alerting in public afety communi ations and
replacement of existing equipment would be financially pr bitive.
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He. Donna Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 H Street NW Room 222
Washington DC 20554

D.ar He. Searcy:

RE: PR DOClET NO. 92-235 OPPOSITION TO DOCKET

As an end user of public safety and/or special emergency frequencies I would
like to voice my opposition to "spectrum refarming" as outlined in notice of propoeed
rule making 1192-235. While public safety interests are unique from other spectrum
users due to the public safety considerations, this distinction is not addressed in
this proposal. Some major points of concern are listed below.

The possibility of having to replace existing equipment and expand the number of
transmitter sites puts a tremendous fiscal burden on the governmental entities.
these agencies cannot expect to bear this extra financial burden in this time of
budget cutbacks.

Power limitations based on height above average terrain and
separations are not practical in public safety applications where
geopolitical area must be covered.

fifty mile
a specific

; .

There is no provision for mutual aid and inter agency operations. Such
operations form the backbone of emergency communications

There is also no provision for elimina~ing pote~tial interference from existing
Canadian stations.

The time table for implementation of narrow channel spacing will not b.
effective unless all .tations change syste.. standards simultaneously. This, in
reality, is impossible. There are also many questions pertaining to frequency
coordination.

Technical standards necessary to support this proposal do not address a cost
effective method of modifying existing equipment. There is evidence of problems with
poor voice qual! ty I tone squelch decoding I data transmission, and tone signaling.
Tone signaling is the main method of alerting in public safety communications and
replacement of existing equipment would be financially prohibitive.

Considering the many financial and technical reasons for the public safety
community to oppose these regulations and the potential compromise of the public
safety I I request that the commission withdraw this notice of proposed rule making
'92-235.

HI. of Copies rtC'd f) ..jJ r
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Hs. Donna Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW Room 222
Washington DC 20554

Dear Hs. Searcy:

RE: PR DOClET NO. 92-235 OPPOSITION TO DOCKET

As an end user of public safety and/or special emergency frequencies 1 would
like to voice my opposition to "spectrum refarming" as outlined in notice of proposed
rule making f/92-235. While public safety interests are unique from other spectrum
users due to the public safety considerations, this distinction is not addressed in
this proposal. Some major points of concern are listed below.

The possibility of having to replace existing equipment and expand the number of
transmitter sites puts a tremendous fiscal burden on the governmental entities.
these agencies cannot expect to bear this extra financial burden in this time of
budget cutbacks.

Power limitations based on height above average terrain and
separations are not practical in public safety applications where
geopolitical area must be covered.

fifty mile
a specific

There is no provision for mutual aid and inter agency operations. Such
operations form the backbone of emergency communications

There is also no provision for elimina~ing poteqtial interference from existing
Canadian stations.

The time table for implementation of narrow channel spacing will not be
effect ive unless all sta t ions change system standards simultaneously. This, in
reality, is impossible. There are also many questions pertaining to frequency
coordination.

Technical standards necessary to support this proposal do not address a cost
effective method of modifying eXisting equipment. There is evidence of problemB with
poor voice quality, tone squelch decoding, data transmission, and tone signaling.
Tone signaling is the main method of alerting in public safety communications and
replacement of existing equipment would be financially prohibitive.

Sincerely, .~cd 9/I~
, ",,,,,

Nt..........d{
UMAICDE ------., I ..

Considering the many financial and technical reasons for the public safety
community to oppose these regulations and the potential compromise of the public
safe ty, I request that the commission withdraw this notice of proposed rule making
192-235.
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Hs. Donna Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 H Street NW Room 222
Washington DC 20554

D.ar Hs. Searcy:

RE: PR DOClET NO. 92-235 OPPOSITION TO DOClET

As an end user of public safety and/or special emergency frequencies I would
like to voice my opposition to "spectrum refarming" as outlined in notice of proposed
rule making #92-235. While public safety interuts are unique from other spectrum
users due to the public safety considerations, this distinction is not addressed in
this proposal. Some major points of concern are listed below.

The possibility of haVing to replace existing equipment and expand the number of
transmitter sites puts a tremendous fiscal burden on the governmental entities.
these agencies cannot expect to bear this extra financial burden in this time of
budget cutbacks.

Power limitations based on height above average terrain and
separations are not practical in public safety applications where
geopolitical area must be covered.

fifty mile
a specific

There is no provision for mutual aid and inter agency operations. Such
operations form the backbone of emergency communications

There is also no provision for elimina~ing pote~tial interference from existing
Canadian stations.

The time table for implementation of narrow channel spacing will not be
effect ive unleBB all stations change system standards simultaneously. This. in
reality, is impossible. There are alao many questions pertaining to frequency
coordination.

Technical standards neceuary to support this proposal do not address a cost
effective method of modifying existing equipment. There is evidence of problemB with
poor voice quality, tone squelch decoding, data transmission, and tone signaling.
Tone slgnaling is the main method of alerting in public safety communications and
replacement of existing equipment would be financially prohibitive.

public
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Sincerely,
f .,t" .. , '1 , ",' ". ',', ';fnl !''''c..__--'

No. cHbpieI rec'd:-.- _
UstA8CDE

Considering the many financial and technical reasons for the
community to oppose these regulations and the potential compromis
safety, 1 request that the commission withdraw this .
192-235.


